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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REVIEW REQUEST ARGUMENTS 

Dear Sir: 

Claims 1 6-25 are currently pending, all of which have been rejected. In particular, 
claims 16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Wain (US 
4,335,809); claims 1 8, 1 9, 22, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wain in view of Ehnnan (US 5,984,786); claims 17 and 23 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wain in view of Acres (US 6,43 1,983); and claim 
20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wain in view of Acres and 
further in view of Ehrman. 

In response to the Office Action June 14, 2004, which contains the same rejections as the 
present Final Office Action dated July 27, 2005, the Applicant filed a Response dated December 
14, 2004 (hereinafter the "Response"). In deeming unpersuasive the arguments raised by the 
Applicant in the Response, the Examiner misapplies the limited teachings of Wain. As 
explained in detail in the Response, the main control device 3 of Wain simply downloads 
software for different games into the RAM device 1 8 of entertainment machines 1 . (See, e.g., 
col. 6, lines 3 1 -50). Regardless of how broad the Examiner attempts to interpret the meaning of 
"generic game start," it is legally impermissible to interpret "generic game start" to include 
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downloading software for different games. 

Moreover, the Examiner now claims that the "generic start" is satisfied by "insertion of 
one or more coins or tokens into a coin mechanism of the machine." (See, Final Office Action 
at §1 1) This is in clear contradiction to claim 16, which recites "issuing a generic game start 
signal from the mission control computer to a satellite computer." Aside from not being a 
"generic start signal," the coin mechanism of Wain is part of the game machine NOT main 
control device 3 (See, Wain at figure 1). 

The same is true with respect to the "game-specific start signal" for which the Examiner 
claims is taught in Wain by the act of pulling a lever on a slot machine. (See, Final Office 
Action at §1 1) Claim 16 recites "storing in each game-specific command set of a satellite 
computer at least a game-specific start signal." Assuming arguendo that the pulling of a lever 
on a slot machine is a "game-specific start signal" (which it is not), the pulling of the lever is a 
mechanical act initiated by a game player, NOT something stored in each game specific 
command set. 

Turning to the distinction between "generic start" and "specific start," the Examiner 
points to insertion of coins or tokens (generic start) and pulling the slot machine handle (specific 
start). These mechanical actions by the game player do not teach the recited language in claim 
16: 

issuing a generic game start signal from the mission control computer to a 
satellite computer which is indexed to the game-specific start signal of the 
game-specific command set for a respective game program on the satellite 
computer in order to cause the game-specific start signal of the game- 
specific command set to be issued by the satellite computer for starting 
the game program. 

Substituting the mechanical actions cited by the Examiner demonstrate the vast difference 

between the limited teachings of Wain and the recited invention: 

issuing a [coin insertion] signal from the mission control computer to a 
satellite computer which is indexed to the [handle pull] signal of the 
game-specific command set for a respective game program on the satellite 
computer in order to cause the [handle pull] signal of the game-specific 
command set to be issued by the satellite computer for starting the game 
program. 
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